THE   RIGHT   TO   HERESY

minutes and Calvin's own utterances, in order to ascer-
tain with what crime Miguel Servetus was charged. The
only accusation Castellio can find is that Servetus "has
impudently distorted the evangel, being driven thereto by
an inexplicable longing for novelties." Thus the sole
charge Calvin brings against Servetus is that the
Spaniard interpreted the Bible independently and arbi-
trarily, leading him (Servetus) to other conclusions than
those of which Calvin's ecclesiastical doctrine was the
expression. Thereupon Castellio hits back. Did Servetus
stand alone among the champions of the Reformation as
regards such independent and arbitrary interpretations
of the gospels? Who will venture to declare that if he did
promulgate arbitrary interpretations, he was thereby
departing from the true significance of the Reformation?
Was not such individual interpretation one of the funda-
mental demands of the Reformation? What else did the
leaders of the Evangelical Church busy themselves about
than to establish a right to re-interpret Holy Writ? Had
not Calvin himself, and Calvin's friend Farel, been the
boldest and most resolute of all those who had en-
deavoured, in this way, to reconstruct the Church? "It
is not merely that Calvin himself showed an extravagant
zeal for innovations, but that he has done so much to
impress them on others as to make contradiction dan-
gerous. In the course of ten years he has made more
innovations than the Catholic Church made in six
centuries." Calvin, having himself been one of the
boldest of the reformers, is not entitled to stigmatize as
crime the making of new interpretations within the
bounds of the Protestant Church.

"Calvin, however, taking for granted his own in-
fallibility, regards his views as right and the views of any
one who may differ from him as wrong." This brings
Castellio to the second question: Who appointed Calvin
judge concerning what is true and what is untrue? "Of
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